of those arguments winch were fully discussed in the House of Hurgoes, and of those speakers who produced them, lest we should disgust our readers by tedious repetitions.' (Ib. xiv. 125.) Many of these debates have been reported somewhat briefly by Bishop (after-wmds Archbishop) Seeker. To follow his account requires an accurate knowledge of the times, whereas Johnson's rhetorick for the most part is easily understood even by one very ignorant of the history of the first two Georges. Much of it might have been spoken on almost any occasion, for or against almost any minister. It is true that we here and there find such a correspondence between the two reports as shews that Johnson, us he has himself told us, was at times furnished with some information. But, on the other hand, we can no less clearly see that he was often drawing solely on his imagination. Frequently there is but the slightest agreement between the reports given by the two men of the same speeches. Of this a good instance is afforded by Lord Carlerct's speech of Kel>. 13, 1741. According to Johnson 'the Hurgo Quadrcrt began in this manner1:—
'As the motion which I am about to make is of the highest importance and of ilic most oxicnsivc consequences; us it cannot bin meet with all the opposition which the prejudices of some and the interest of others can raise against H ; as it must have the whole force of ministerial influence lo encounter without any assistance bin from justice and reason, I hope to be excused by your Lordships for spending some time in endeavouring to shew that it wants no other support; that it is not founded upon doubtful suspicions hut upon uncontestablc facts,' and so on for eight more lines. (deaf. Mag. xi- 339)-
The Uisbop's note begins as follows:—
'C'AKTF.Ui'.T. I am glad to sec the House so full. The honour of the nation is at sluice. And the oldest man hath not known such circumstances as we arc in. When storms rise you must sec what pilots you have, and take methods to make the nation easy. I shall (i) go through the foreign transactions of several ycnrs ; (2) The domestic ; (3) Prove that what I am about to propose is a parliamentary method.' (i'arl. Hist. xi. 1047.)
Still more striking is the difference in the two reports of a speech by Lord Talbol on May 25, I7<|2. According to the Gent. Mag. xff. 519, 'the Hurgo Toblat spoke to this effect':—
'So high is my veneration for ihis great assembly that it is never without the utmost efforts of resolution that I cnn prevail upon myself to give my sentiments upon any question that is the subject of debate, however strong way be i»y conviction, or Jiflu-evcr .mlcm my zc.-il.'
The llishop makes him say:—
' 1 rise up only to give lime to others to consider how they will curry on llic debate.1 (/•*<«•/. Hist, xii. 6,16.)
Onf/iews, wmild he wiyin^ notldiiK." The rmi of the ctunpnny lit^inwc-d lavish i-iMniniiuniH <>tt Jnlmnon ; mit>, in paiiii ular, prnincd his huparuidity ; nhsi-ivitiM, that he de.ili out rt.-;i»(in and clmjuciuc with an equal hand to bnlh |iartii-s. "That is not ([in'tn liue/'iiiiiil Jnlmsmi ; "I Bjivcd appcaraiH'cs tolcmlily wc:lt, hut 1 tunk rare that llieWniti lutiiH should n«H liavu tlic hchl uf il."' Murpiiy'H Life
